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» ^ni/ r. r%z t- ciai - 14 - 

reconsideration is ceouestsd 
Amendment. requested m view of this 

"k-: ,• • . ^ xnc ° u t the invention The. t-o™ 

bx-imection- has been deleted and • • 

r:: ~ = - - 

-i*™ - ! integral part of the coverino 

the container body to tightly close the container. 

Claims 33-15 were rejected under 35 U.S.CS 112 

d™cL a : a T ph ' f r failing to p^nt out an ; 

distinctly claim the subject matter that the appl icant regards 
as the invention. 

Reconsideration is requested. 

New claim 16 is an article claim and claims 17-18 
are method claims. As such, they are free of the prior 
rejection that the claims did not structurally limit the 
article claims. For this reason, it is requested that this 
ground of rejection be withdrawn. 

Claim 13 was rejected under 35 U . S . C . §103 (a) as 
being unpatentable over Mueller in view of Weiler et al. 
(Weiler) and Oglesbee et al. (Oglesbee) 

Reconsideration is requested. 

Weiler teaches providing a sealing arrangement with 
a closure cap which comprises a flat disc 11, a rubber stopper 
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12 or a conical seal. However, these t 

«ot rormed lntegrall ^ irr t v rraiwnta are 

and, moreover, they are not h- , Slde oJf the cover element 

Oglesbee teaches t tJ * ^ container body, 

technique of molding Wco & " P ^ made ^ the 

aiding. A gas, o s H n T U ° n ° r tw °- sh °t / bisection 

the gasket uoiei 1 ;::;: 0 the 

Perforated to dCuess the „ f ^ ^ «»t — ^ 

integral gasket of i-h container. The 

new Li- 1 5 1 IT" inVent1 ™' « ^ out i n 
top open h " f the con t a a r i n g ; Sket , that ^ 

su^ace of the coverLg TZZ t T t ^ 
covering element as t.u«T«.^ ^ °" ^ 

a,e not the^Tof 'tie ^ * 

Weiler and OgLee d.sL ^ ±n claira 

opened or clo S 1d bv a ^ ^ m ™»™ cannot be 

taught by MueT er can -ly the Container 

y y seller can be opened and closed by a swingina 
~nt. xt is re S pectrul ly submitted that L Qf 
the two newly cit ed patents are not combinable with the 
teachxngs of Mu6 Her since Weiler would provide Muall«'. cover 
with a removable gasket and Oglesbee would provide the 
Mueller's cover element with a co-molded sheet gasket extending 
through the overall extension of the bottom face of the cover 
This gasket must be perforated in order to allow access to the 
contents of the container. 

For these reasons, it is believed that new claim 16 
is patentable over the prior art patents when they are 
considered either individually or in combination. Novel method 
claims 17 and 18 are also patentable for the same reasons. 

in view oi' the foregoing it is requested that this 
ground of rejection be withdrawn. 
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James v. Cost^ an 
Registration No. f 5 5 , 669 
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